REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 



The claims are 17-21, 23 and 29-33, with claims 24-27, 
having previously been withdrawn by the Examiner as being 
directed to a non elected invention. Claim 29 has been amended 
to incorporate the subject matter of claim 22. Accordingly, 
claim 22 has been canceled, and claim 31 which previously 
depended on claim 22 has been amended to depend on claim 29. 
Reconsideration is expressly requested. 

Claims 17-23 and 29-33 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Pall et al. U.S. Patent No. 3,327,866 
in view of Buck U.S. Patent No. 6,284,201 for the reasons set 
forth on pages 2-3 of the Office Action, which essentially repeat 
the arguments made in the Examiner's previous Office Action dated 
April 6, 2007. The Examiner also indicated that in her view, it 
would be possible to incorporate a metal fiber yarn into the 
fabric of Pall et al . because Pall et al. discloses a wide range 
of pore sizes (Table I-V) . In addition, according to the 
Examiner, if it were obvious to combine references for one 
reason, it is obvious to combine references for all reasons. 

This rejection is respectfully traversed. 
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As set forth in claim 29 as amended. Applicants' invention 
provides a woven cloth made from metal having a weft and a warp 
including a first plurality of metal wires, a plurality of metal 
fiber threads worked in between the metal wires, and a support 
layer including a second plurality of metal wires. Each metal 
fiber thread includes a bundle of fibers, with each fiber having 
a diameter less than 100 \im, wherein a section through the metal 
fiber thread has more than 100 fibers. In this way. Applicants' 
invention provides a woven cloth which is inexpensive to produce 
and is suitable to provide optimal filtration results. 

None of the references cited by the Examiner discloses or 
suggests a woven cloth made from metal having a weft and a warp 
with the structure recited in Applicants' claim 29 as amended, 
including a support layer comprising a second plurality of metal 
wires. Although Pall et al . states at col. 5, lines 55-56, that 
their wire mesh can be used as filters in single or multiple 
layers, there is no disclosure or suggestion in Pall et al . of a 
woven cloth having a weft and a warp that includes a first 
plurality of metal wires, a plurality of metal fiber threads 
worked in between the metal wires, and a support layer comprising 
a second plurality of metal wires as recited in Applicants' claim 
29 as amended. 
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Moreover, as Applicants pointed out previously, it is 
respectfully submitted that it is not possible to incorporate a 
metal fiber yarn into a fabric as shown in Pall et al. because of 
the extremely closely adjacent metallic wire and wires for the 
warp. The pore sizes disclosed in Pall et al . would not lead one 
to incorporate a metal fiber yarn because to do so would decrease 
the stability of Pall et al's fabric. 

Similarly, there is no disclosure or suggestion in the 
secondary reference to Buck of a woven cloth made from metal 
having a weft and a warp including a support layer comprising a 
second plurality of metal wires. Buck simply shows a knitted 
fabric structure which allows for incorporation of a fiber yarn 
for increased stability. There is no disclosure or suggestion of 
a support layer as recited in Applicants' claims. Moreover, it 
is respectfully submitted that one would not have replaced the 
weft fabric in Pall et al. with a metal fiber yarn of Buck 
because one skilled in the art would have been believed that 
doing so would reduce the stability of Pall et al. fabric. 

Moreover, as recited in Applicants' claim 21, the metal 
wires form a smooth surface, and as recited in Applicants' claim 
23, a metal wire holds the woven cloth together. The Examiner 
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has not pointed out how these features are taught by the 
combination of Pali et al. and Buck, and it is respectfully 
submitted that claims 21 and 23, are patentable for this 
additional reason . 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that claim 29 as 
amended, and claims 21 and 23, together with claims 17-20 and 30- 
33, which depend directly or indirectly on claim 29 as amended, 
are patentable over the cited references. 

In summary, claims 29 and 31 have been amended, and claim 22 
has been canceled. In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully 
requested that the claims be allowed and that this case be passed 
to issue. 
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